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• f MEMORANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

v 

.J&tt'* ■ Appeal of Paul L. Hnch under the' Freedom of " 
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. 552, and under 
28 CFR 10.7(c). 

Mr. Hoch lias appealed to you as Attorney General from 
a denial made over your signature in your former capacity 
as Deputy Attorney* General of one of his requests for 
access to FBI. files relating to the assassination of 
President Kennedy. In previous appeals where the Attorney 
General was the same individual who had denied the par- 




ticular request when he was Deputy, we have recommended 
and you have agreed that other arrangements may be necessary' 
to avoid questions of administrative due process. Accord- 
ingly, we have prepared the attached papers f or * the sig- 
nature of Deputy Attorney General Erickson. . . . . 

Attached is a proposed response to Mr. Hoch's appeal 77 
which modifies the initial denial and informs Mr. Hoch , 
that his request has been- remanded to the Deputy Attorney . 
General for further processing with a view to the dis- 
cretionary release to him of Jdie records sought^ to the 
extent deemed consistent with the discharge of the 
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Departinent's overall responsibilities. In this connection 
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Mr. Hoch is further informed that a re-examination of 
the files for such discretionary release has been 
or derail -and that the results of that review will be made ■ 
available to him on a periodic basis as portions of the 
review are completed. 



Also attached is a proposed memorandum to L. Patrick 
Gray transmitting a copy of the response and requesting 
the FBI to institute the review promised in the response 
and to furnish the results thereof to the Office of Legal 
Counsel for evaluation and forwarding through the Deputy's 
D-i-i 2 .ee to Mr. Hoch, In addition, this memorandum for- 



mulates general guidelines to assist the Bureau in 



identifying those records which are to be released as a 
matter of discretion . fat a meeting on July 28th of repre- 
isentatives of the Bureau and of this Off ice;: wellrced 
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to furnish such guidelines rtr~ oF --the- ab ovc- dt-r- -i hnr' ® 

review f or disposing of this appeal. Both/, the''* ' 

proposed response to Mr Hoch and the proposed memorandum 
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to Mr. Gray, as well as this memorandum, have — 
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Hkuasa/L-i^ made available to these Bureau representati 



ives^ 
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While this disposition of Li:,. appeal is burdensome, 
we are satisfied after careful consideration of possible 
alternatives that it is preferable to any 'other approach 
now available in this case. Affirmance would involve an 
excessive risk of a damaging court decision, and granting 
Che recor ds sought without further review would be 
irresponsible. While we have explored requesting a substan- 
tial deposit of funds to process the request further, we 
have reluctantly concluded that this would be a temporizing 
measure that would be awkward at this stage and might do 
more harm than good, in view of the long pendency of this 
appeal and the difficulty of estimating the size of a deposit. 
Moreover, under our present fee regulations, we cannot charge 
for most of the kinds of work which the contemplated review 
is expected to involve. 




Roger C. Cramton 

Acting Assistant Attorney General 
Office of Legal Counsel 
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